ELIZABETHAN  AND JACOBEAN
poison and debauchery of the decadent Italian renaissance5.1
But at the period we are considering, Robert Carr was
pressing his fortunes abroad, Shakespeare cannot have known
if he was alive or dead. Carr's sinister and deplorable rise to
power synchronizes with Shakespeare's change from Tragedy
to his 'optimistic' Romances. If Carr had any influence upon
Shakespeare's dramas, it can only have been to lift him out of
his tragic 'depths' on to his romantic 'heights'. Which is
absurd. Q.E.D.
Obviously, many of the hopes raised by James were
doomed to disappointment. But, as James lost popularity,
Prince Henry won it. People fancied a likeness between him
and his great namesake the
thunderbolt of war
Harry the fifth, to whom in face you are
So like, as fate would have you so in worth,
Illustrious prince.2
There can seldom have been a brother and sister who possessed
such power of winning hearts as Prince Henry and his sister,
Princess Elizabeth. Their England cannot have been a very
depressing place. The revisers of the Bible, in 1611, rejoice
that the 'supposed and surmised' disasters did not follow upon
the death of 'Queen Elizabeth of most happy memory5, and
that now the Government is established in King James and his
'hopeful seed'. We know that Prince Henry was doomed to a
premature death, Princess Elizabeth to a life of disasters
gallantly endured, Prince Charles to the scaffold. To us, the
happy opening of the reign of James is overcast with a gloom
which Shakespeare could not see in 1603. We cannot really
enter into the minds of men of a past age, 'unless we can think
away everything that has happened since, and call up a mist
over the face of time3.3
Yet two of the most honoured Shakespeare scholars combine
to tell us that, with Shakespeare's Hamlet, and Elizabeth's
death in 1603,
1 The Essential Shakespeare, p. 114.   2 BEN JONSON, Prince Henry's Barriers.
3 P. S. ALLEN, The Age of Erasmus, p. 224.
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